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1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 17 February 2004 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)|3 This action is non-final. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

3. Claims 1-4 recite the limitation "the service center" in line 6. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is suggested to amend to -a service center — or 
define a service center earlier in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 102(e) which forms the basis for all 
anticipation rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an apphcation for patent, pubUshed under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the apphcant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an apphcation filed in the United States only 
if the international application designated the United States and was pubUshed under Article 2 1 (2) of such 
treaty in the Enghsh language. 

5. Claims 1-2, 5, and 7-9 are rejected irnder 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Whigham, U.S. Patent No. 6,584,309. 

6. As to Claim 1, Whigham discloses: 

"A method for authorizing a purchase transaction (Abstract), the method comprising the 
steps of 
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i. producing a unique transaction identification code (col. 2 In. 44-45); 

ii. receiving a confirmation code fi-om the service center (col. 2 In. 48-50); and 

iii. authorizing a transaction when the received confirmation code corresponds to 
the unique transaction identification code (col. 2 In. 46-48)." 

7. As to Claim 2, Whigham discloses: 

"The method of claim 1 wherein the unique transaction identification code is produced in 
response to a selection request (col. 2 In. 54-63)." 

8. As to Claim 5, Whigham discloses: 

"A method for completion of a purchase transaction over a wireless network, the method 
comprising the steps of: 

i. receiving a transaction identification code (col. 1 In. 59-61); 

ii. establishing a connection to a service center from a mobile wireless network 
device over a wireless network (col. 2 In. 12-16); 

iii. using the connection to provide the transaction identification code to said 
service center (col. 2 In. 33-43); 

iv. receiving a unique confirmation code from the service center (col. 2 In. 44-47); 

and 

v. supplying the confirmation code to a vendor as payment on a 
transaction (col. 2 In. 46-53)." 

9. As to Claim 7, Whigham discloses: 

"The method of claim 5, wherein the step of receiving a transaction 

identification code is performed in response to a selection request (col. 2 In. 54-63)." 
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10. As to Claim 8, Whigham discloses: 
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"The method of claim 5 wherein the step of receiving a transaction 

identification code is performed over a wireless communication link (col. 1 In. 66 - col. 2 

In. 2)." 

11. As to Claim 9, Whigham discloses: 

"The method of claim 8 wherein the wireless communication link is selected from one of 

i. a Bluetooth protocol link; 

ii. a local area network; or 

iii. an infrared link (col. 1 In. 59- col. 2 In. 2)." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

13. Claims 6, 10-13, and 16-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Whigham in view of Kinoshita et al. (US 2003/0055792). 

As to Claim 6, Whigham discloses the invention substantially as claimed. Whigham does 
not disclose the step of encrypting a received transaction identification code. Kinoshita discloses 
the encryption of a retrieved card number during a transaction process (T| 0028). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Whigham to 
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include the process disclosed by Kinoshita because this would provide an increased level of 
security in protecting the transaction identification code. 

As to Claim 10, Whigham discloses the invention substantially as claimed. Whigham 
does not disclose the steps of "decoding" the transaction identification code (TID), "producing 
an order synchronized code (OSC) based on the step of decoding the TID", and "comparing the 
produced OSC to the decoded TID". Kinoshita discloses these concepts at ^ 0029, Tl 0035, and ^ 
0076, respectively. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Whigham to include the process disclosed by Kinoshita because this 
would provide an increased level of security during the transaction process. 

As to Claim 1 1, see the discussion of Claim 10. 

As to Claim 12, Whigham discloses the invention substantially as claimed. Whigham 
does not disclose "the step of decrypting the TID". This is disclosed in Kinoshita (T| 0032). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Whigham to include the process disclosed by Kinoshita because this would provide an increased 
level of security during the transaction process. 

As to Claim 13, see the discussion of claim 12. 

As to Claim 16, Whigham discloses the invention substantially as claimed. Whigham 
does not disclose the steps of "decoding the TID to obtain a payment request amount" and 
"producing a payment authorization request fi-om customer identification data and the payment 
request amount". Kinoshita discloses these concepts at T| 0029 and T| 0040, respectively. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
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Whigham to include the process disclosed by Kinoshita because this would provide an increased 
level of security during the payment process. 

As to Claim 17, see the discussion of Claim 16. 

As to Claim 18, see the discussion of Claim 16. 

As to Claim 19, Whigham discloses the invention substantially as claimed. Whigham 
does not disclose the step of "decoding the TID to produce a vendor identification". Kinoshita 
discloses this at Tf 0032. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify Whigham to include the process disclosed by Kinoshita because this 
would provide an increased level of security during the payment process. 

As to Claim 20, see the discussion of Claim 19. 

As to Claim 21, Whigham discloses the invention substantially as claimed. Whigham 
does not disclose the step of "decoding the TID to produce product dispenser inventory 
information". Kinoshita discloses this at T| 0032. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Whigham to include the process disclosed 
by Kinoshita because this would provide an increased level of security during the payment 
process. 

14. Claims 3-4 and 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Whigham in view of Fransdonk (US 2003/0161476). 

As to Claim 3, Whigham discloses the invention substantially as claimed. Whigham does 
not disclose the unique transaction code being "encrypted by a pseudo random number 
generator". Fransdonk discloses a process of key/code encryption using a random number 
generator 0302-0303). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
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of the invention to modify Whigham to include the process disclosed by Fransdonk because this 
would provide an increased level of security in protecting the transaction code. 

As to Claim 4, see the discussion of Claim 3. 
15. Claims 14-15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Whigham in 
view of Kinoshita (US 2003/0055792) and fiirther in view of Fransdonk (US 2003/0161476). 

As to Claim 14, the combination of Whigham and Kinoshita (see Claim 10) does not 
disclose the "method. . .wherein the OSC is produced by a pseudo random number generator". 
Fransdonk discloses this method at T| 0302-0303. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the combination of Whigham and Kinoshita 
to include the random number generation method In reply to: Fransdonk because this would 
additional security during the transaction process. 

As to Claim 15, see the discussion of Claim 14. 

/Ishmael Rudolph/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 4194 
February 4, 2008 



/Charles R. Kyle/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4194 



